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Erik Lords

338 Denny Ave,
Nerth Hollywood, PA 31606

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicatians Commissicn
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telenhons comnanies to.allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying te force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the sguivalent of the gavernment requiring al)
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail., The FBI s aggqressive and expansive reading of the Jlaw
would bypass the lecislatijve process tao alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our perscnal cammunications, the
government is creating the very real potential fur hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatians. Past
efforts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolegies should have built-in
wiretapping.

1 Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Erik Lords
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Brooke Raymond

P.0O. Box 87300
Pheenix, AZ 85080

March 18, 2004

FCC chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s reguest that all new Internet communicaticn services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I de not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FET to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes he built with a peephole faor law enforcement to Josk throuah.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can collect information between sources Yike phone companies and data
sgurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal cemmunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue goverhment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide £his sort of backdonr access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion af the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in

wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter. &nd, I can’'t wait for
the elections in Mov. sc we c¢an change the "Powers that hbe".

Sincerely,

Brooke Raymond
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James and Toan Fields—Cox

207 Ross Avenue
Kamilton, Ohio 45013

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street Sw

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephare companies to allew
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement rvepresents an end—run arountg
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue gavernment agents  to access our personal cammunications. Past
efforts to provide this scrt aof bhackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have huiit-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

James and Joan Fields—Cox
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MICHAEL ANDERSON

3435 TERSEY RD SE
DEMING, NM 88030

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Caommission
445 12th Street Sw

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet cammunication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Lengstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the iegislative process to alter that careful halance.

T understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suqgestion of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet cammunicatiaon technolagies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took farward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sinceraly,

MW Anderson
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Geoffrey Beier
4001 Ninth St. Horth, #1627
Arlingtan, VA 22203

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, D 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicaticn services be
reguired to have built-in wiretapping access.

In today's economic <limate, this would represent virtual suicide for the US
technical sector, Disparities in labor costs around the world are already
driving US jobs ahbroad. One area that has felt less impact has been those who
design and build critical internet infrastructure. Crippling our ability to
secure aur infrastructure as proposed will force companies to design and build
key (and lucrative) compenents abroad and will force the rest of the world to
buy their components elsewhere.

Furthermore, I do nct believe this requirement is necessary. Langstanding Jaws
already require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to
allow the FBI ta conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these
eristing powers by trying to faorce the industry to actually build its systems
around government ravesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government
requiring all new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took
through. :

T am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would hbypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persocnal communicaticns, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even roggue covernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access haye not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackars.

Once again. I urge you tao oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department af
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Regards,

Ceoff Beier
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Erin Zwagerman

3135 Boundary St
San Diego, Ca 92104

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12¢th Street Sw

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my cpposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I da not believe this requirement is necessary., Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FEI to conduct surveillance. The FB8I is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to ferce the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to loak through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. iawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications., the
government is <reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gyen rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolegies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing yvour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Erin Zwagerman



Tug 23 Mar 2004 02:50:42 PM EST P. 8
sonja Smith

316 N. Ridgewood Pl
Los Angeles, CA 30004

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

wWashington, BC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing tc express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

1 do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring al)
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up houndaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Yike phone companies and data
sour<ces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
waould bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only creatad a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our nhew Internet communication technoloegies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward to hearing vour thcoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

sonja Smith
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Patri¢ia Hatch

9630 Basket Ring Rd
Columbia, MD 21045

March 18, 2004

FC{ Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FcC Cchairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicaticn services be
required teo have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not belijeve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiilance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdraopping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new hames he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
saurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

T understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
govarnment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our persaonal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

furthermore, I believe it is essential that Maryland lawmakers take an
aggressive stand against the dramatic usurping of congressional authority and
erosion of personal privacy that has characterized AG Ashcroft’s tenure.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping. :

I 1nok forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Patricia Hatch
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Aimee Cooper

4003 Ridgelea Drive
Austin, T 78731

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicaticns Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Cepartment of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to Tock through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can cellect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persenal communicatieons, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
enly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Very truly vours,

fimes Cooper
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Andy Chen

10304 Miner Piace
Cupertino, CA 95014

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet <ommunication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
tequire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to ook through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmaksrs, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informatjon between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Jegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persaonal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eyven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not bheen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggesticn af the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

andy Chen
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Michelle Ericksaon

9807 S 2nd Avenue
Yakima, Wa 98302

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powelid:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

1 do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llangstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone comparies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 15 qoing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry te actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent af the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephale for Taw enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
goverpment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents ta access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangderous sudgestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet cammunication technologies should have bujlt—in
wiretapping.

1 Jook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Michelle Ericksan
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Siegliinde Gassman

1001 Flandrau St.
St. Paui, MN 53108

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawel}
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing ta express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Preoviders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBRI to conduct surveillance, The FBT is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI <an collect informaticn between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI?s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persaonal cemmunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ? or
even rogue government agents ? to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of ?hackdoor? access have not been successful and
ohnly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you tao oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Sieglinde A. Cassman
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Robert L Rankin Jr

8652 Ruxton Lane
Austin, Texas 78749

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyvond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring aill
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
saurces 1ike e-majil. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicatians, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not bheen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you tn oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Robert L Rankin Ir



Fue 23 Mar 2004 11:21:47 PM EST Py
Daniel Davidson

701 NE 28th Avye Apt 17
Partland, OR 97232

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commissien
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicatian services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiilance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement to Jook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phene companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master ksy to sur personpal communications. the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal cammunhications. Past
effaorts to provide this sort of backdeor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestian of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Daniel Davidsaon
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Stephen & Robin Newberg

146 ¢Granville Rcad
Morth Granby, CT O0BOBO

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Cchairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositiaon to the
Department of Justice s regquest that all new Internet caommunication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Langstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone <ompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the esguivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
saurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to proyide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
onily created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppase the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technclogies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Stephen & Robin Newherg
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Gerald Tarsocrak

129 Bran Road
Sinking Spring, PA 13808

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streest SW

Washington, DC 20594

FCC Cchairman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
saurces 11ke e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efferts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity faor hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolagies should have bhuilt—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Cerald W. Tarsocrak
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Elizabeth Robertson

12102 4th Ave W.
Everett , WA 38204

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 280554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is coing far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring ajl
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to Yook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communicatiaons, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerocus suggestian of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Robertson
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Feter Hudiburg

P.0O. Box B
South Plymouth, NY 13844

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Cammunications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20354

FCC Chairman Powell:

As & concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

This requirement is not necessary. Longstanding laws already require Internet
Service Providers and Internet telephone caompanies to allow the FEI to conduct
surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing powers by trying to
force the industry to actually build its systems around government
eavesdrapping. Tt is the equivalent of the government requiring all new homes
he built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to Took throuogh.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBI can c¢ollect information between sources T1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Feter Hudiburg
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CARGLE ALOIS
100 NICHOLAS COURT
SCHERECTADY, NEW YORK 12303

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawell
Federal Communicaticons Commission
445 12th Street SW

washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition fo the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone campanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring al}
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to locok through.

I am very concerned that this requiremant represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up houndaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation hetween sources like phone companies and data
spur<es 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process ta alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal c<ommunications, the
gavernment 1s <¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents ta access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suagestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technelogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

CAROLE ALOIS
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Charles Alvarez

85-50 Forest Pkwy Apt 2M
Woodhaven, NY 11421
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March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel}
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, BC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my aopposition to the
Department of Justice s request that ail new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FRI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can collect information hetween sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persusnal communications, the
gavernment js creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
aven rogue government agents to access ocur perscnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
ohly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou toc oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Charles Alvarez



Tue 23 Mar 2004 11:21:47 PM EST P. B
Gundula Lee

3 Benjamin Hill Road
Newfield, NY 14887

March 18, 2004

FCC Chajrman Michael Pawel)
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, BC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s regquest that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBT can collect infarmation between sources l1ike phone ccmpanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legistative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatians. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Cnce again, I u%ge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Gundula Lee
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Reisa Pentz

2842 W. 115th St.
Jenks, OK 74037

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicaticns Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositien to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBT to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to losk through.

I am very concerned that this regquirement represents an end—-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access cur personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not bheen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Reisa Pentz
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14600 Marsh Lane
Addison, TX 73004

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powelil:

As & concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI i< going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful batance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communicatians. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the danderous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Peg Luther
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Bil Browning

3021 E 47th Street, Apt E
Indianapoiis, IN 46295

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street Sw

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

#s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not beljeve this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to ook through.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end—run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after esxtensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persocnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eyen rogue govarnment agents to access our persanal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you ta oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Bil Browning
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Robin Shore

37 Oliver St., Apt. 2L
Everett, MA 02149

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 206554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s reguest that all new Internet communicaticn services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

Despite the purported pro-husiness, anti-regqulation, and pro-freedam rhetoric
of the Bush Administratiaon, the DoJ is, in essence, forcing a major industry to
build government-centrolled peepholes into its products and systems. And in
doing so, it is thumbing its nose at laws passed by Congress to limit the reach
of the FBI in an attempt to protect the privacy of citizens.

This request is, in my cpinion, a naked power grab that vitiates further the
rights and liberties of Americans while doing nothing to help prevent terrarism
or other ¢rimes. We already have laws on the books requiring I5Ps and telcos to
let the FBI conduct surveillance.

This reguest would make the uninformed believe the FBI and other governmental
agencies are suffering from a dearth of information. Quite the contrary —
according to many <ivil libertarians, they’re *drowning* in it, but have no
clue how to organize and use it effectively. Why should Americans forfeit their
liberties merely because federal law enforcement can’t get its act together?

In fact, this proposal stands to *increase* crime, not decrease it. If the DoJ
manages to force communications providers to build "backdoors” into their
systems through which users c<an be spied upon, how long will it be befare
malicious hackers figure how to get into those backdoors, enahling them to
steal everything from credit card numbers to classified government informatian?

By now, more than two and ane-half vears after the September 11th attacks, the
c¢laim that if certain things happen or don’t happen, "the terrorists have won”
has become a worn ¢liche. But the DoT’s continued attempts to whittle away at
the rights of its citizens in the guise of protecting us from terrorists
reminds me sharply of the Vietnam—ara logic of “burning the village in order to
save it.”

VYery truly yours,

Ms. Robin B. Shore



